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March 20, 1990

OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND EMERGENCY
RESPONSE

Ms. Frances E. Phillips
Gardere & Wayne

Suite 1500

717 North Harwood Street
Dal | as, Texas 75201

Dear Ms. Phillips:

This responds to your January 30 |letter about the exclusion of
storage tanks | ocated in an underground area such as a basenent,
vault or tunnel fromthe underground storage tank requirenents of
Subtitle | of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act.
Specifically, you wanted to know if [ anguage in the UST rule’'s
preanbl e about the underground area exclusion was intended to inply
that tanks in vaults are no different than above-ground tanks and
shoul d be regul ated as such.

The preanble’'s reference to tanks in vaults as being, in a
practi cal sense, no different from above-ground tanks was sinply
nmeant to contrast vaulted systens as basically free fromthe
probl ens that attend underground storage tanks and cause themto
| eak. External gal vanic point corrosion, inproper backfill
support, and installation, hidden-fromview piping failures, and
spills and over-fills into the environment are the nain probl ens
addressed by the UST regulations. In contrast, vaulted tanks are
t hi cker tanks subject to different manufacturing codes than USTs ,
are not subject to accel erated poi nt corrosion, do not have
backfill support and installation problens, are fully able to be
visually inspected (Unlike USTs), and should contain spills and
overfills fromleaking into the environment. Thus, it is really
unnecessary to apply the UST requirenents to vaul ted tnanks
systens. The Agency focused on the ability to physically inspect
vaul ted tank systens as the distinguishing factor that is easily
used by EPA to establish if any particular tank systemis wthin
the | aw s underground area excl usi on.

Qur preanbl e di scussion was not intended to inply that vaulted
systens shoul d be regul ated the sane as above-ground tanks, ( to
the extent there nmay be federal, state, or |ocal above-ground tank
requirenents now or in the future). Your typical above-ground tank
is not in an enclosed space that is conpletely contained by a



concrete barrier. Thus, the application of above-ground tanks
Standards to the rel atively new desi gn concept of vaulted tank
Systens may not be technical appropriate. For exanple, sonme najor
Anerican corporations who are very concerned w th environnent al
liability issues (such as IBVM have decided to have excl usively use
vaul ted tank systens because they are believed to be a relatively
protective storage approach, and perhaps even nore fault-free than
above- ground storage tank operations that nost often rest on top of
the ground and are surrounded by a nman-nmade berm

| hope this renoves your confusion and clarifies why we
ment i oned above-ground tanks in the UST regul ati on preanbl e
di scussion of the underground Area exclusion and its applicability
to vaulted tanks. In sumary, it was sinply meant to poi nt out
t hat above-ground tanks and vaulted tanks are simlarly inspectable
and therefore not subject to the common failure nodes of UST
syst ens.

Si ncerely,

/s/

Ronal d Brand, D rector
G fice of Underground Storage Tanks



